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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 27, 29, and 31 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
• On line the last line in each of claims 27, 29, and 31 , the word "not" should be 
deleted. The examiner believes this to be a typographical error in view of the 
language used in claim 1 , which does not include the word "not" in the 
corresponding limitation. Additional support for deleting the word "not" can be 
found in the specification on page 10 in lines 14-16. The examiner's rejection 
was made taking this correction into account. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Fitzpatrick et al. (PN 5,420,936, hereinafter Fitzpatrick). 
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Regarding Claim 24: Fitzpatrick discloses an information device recognizing a 
fingerprint, the information device comprising: 

• a fingerprint data base (access table) storing registered fingerprint data [The 
access table is found in the access grantor (Figure 4, 76; col. 4 lines 20-21).]; 

• a fingerprint verifying unit (fingerprint analyzer, Figure 4, 82) comparing 
fingerprint data (fingerprint image) transmitted (communicated) from an external 
device (monitor, 50) to the fingerprint verifying unit (82) [The fingerprint image is 
captured by the touch-sensitive surface (70) located on the monitor (50) and 
transmitted via the touch driver (74) to the fingerprint analyzer (82), which 
compares the image to the contents of the access table (col. 4 lines 16-21).]; and 

• a kernel [A kernel is an inherent feature of an operating system.] of an operating 
system (Figure 4, 84) of the information device permitting access to a program 
stored in the information device when the fingerprint verifying unit determines 
that transmitted fingerprint data match the registered fingerprint data [The 
operating system (84) grants access to the appropriate program stored in the 
nonvolatile storage (88) when the access grantor (76) determines that a specified 
confidence level is met indicating a match (col. 4 lines 18-26).]. 

Regarding Claim 25: Fitzpatrick discloses an information device recognizing a 
fingerprint, the information device comprising: 

• a fingerprint data base (access table) storing registered fingerprint data (see 
analogous arguments of claim 24); 
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• a kernel of an operating system (Figure 4, 84) of the information device (see 
analogous arguments of claim 24); and 

• a fingerprint verifying unit (82) comparing fingerprint data transmitted 
(communicated) from an external device (monitor, 50) to the fingerprint verifying 
unit (82) and controlling the kernel [A kernel is an inherent feature of an operating 
system (84).] to execute a program stored in the information device when the 
fingerprint verifying unit (82) determines that the transmitted fingerprint data 
match the registered fingerprint data [The fingerprint analyzer (82) compares an 
input fingerprint image to the contents of an access table (col. 4 lines 16-21). 
The granting of access to an appropriate program, which is performed by the 
operating system (84), is dependent on the results of the comparison, and 
therefore, the fingerprint analyzer (82) controls the kernel (col. 4 lines 18-26).]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fitzpatrick 
in view of Postlewaite et al. (PN 5,854,891, hereinafter Postlewaite). 

Regarding Claim 26: Fitzpatrick discloses an information device recognizing a 
fingerprint, the information device comprising: 

• a fingerprint data base storing registered fingerprint data (see analogous 
arguments of claim 24); 

• a fingerprint verifying unit comparing fingerprint data transmitted from an external 
device to the fingerprint verifying unit (see analogous arguments of claim 24); 
and 

• a kernel of an operating system of the information device permitting access to a 
program through the information device when the fingerprint verifying device 
determines that the transmitted fingerprint data match the registered fingerprint 
data (see analogous arguments of claim 24). 

Fitzpatrick does not disclose the program, which access may be permitted, to be related 
to electronic commerce. However, Postlewaite discloses the desire to prevent 
unauthorized access to computer programs controlling bank and other financial 
accounts (col. 1 lines 44-48), which are types of electronic commerce. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Fitzpatrick to store programs in 
the nonvolatile storage (88) that are related to electronic commerce. 
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6. Claims 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fitzpatrick in view of O'Connor et al. (PN 5,838,306, hereinafter O'Connor) and Lane 
(PN 5,623,552, hereinafter Lane). 

Regarding Claim 27: Fitzpatrick discloses the information device according to claim 24, 
including an operating system inherently having a kernel. Fitzpatrick does not disclose 
the kernel checking the establishment of a data base, recognizing the external device, 
or determining if the external device is a fingerprint reader. However, O'Connor 
discloses a method for: 

• determining whether the fingerprint data base (designated memory) has been 
established (contains any pre-approved signatures) in the information device 
(computer system shown in Figure 4) [This determining step is performed by the 
check fingerprint BIOS routine (501).], and 

• determining whether the external device (mouse) is a fingerprint recognizing 
device when it is determined that the fingerprint data base (designated memory) 
has not been established (there are signatures in the memory) [The routine has 
a decision block 509 for determining if the mouse is compatible with the security 
system, which is essentially determining if the mouse is capable of capturing 
fingerprints (col. 5 lines 25-30). Step 509 of the routine is only executed when it 
is determined at decision block 503 that there are signatures in memory (col. 5 
lines 23-25).]. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Fitzpatrick's 
kernel to include the routine of O'Connor. Furthermore, one would have been motivated 
to make this modification to ensure that a touch screen monitor capable of reading 
fingerprints is connected as opposed to the typical monitor not having fingerprint 
reading capabilities. 

O'Connor however, does not disclose performing the fingerprint registration routine 
when it is determined that the data base has not been established. Another reference 
to Lane discloses recognizing activation (Figure 14, 200, yes, col. 8 lines 35-37) and 
performing a fingerprint routine (fingerprint sensing, Figure 14, 201) when it is 
determined that the fingerprint data base (memory) has not been established (Figure 
14, 210, no). Lane teaches performing fingerprint sensing "in any event" which includes 
when no fingerprint data is stored in memory (col. 8 lines 50-55). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify O'Connor's routine at step 505, which 
generates a 100% Valid return, to instead execute fingerprint sensing, as taught by 
Lane. Furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make 
this modification to establish a memory with fingerprint data for future comparisons. 
This would especially be useful in the initial setup of the system to establish the 
administrator. 

Regarding Claim 28: Fitzpatrick discloses the information device according to claim 27, 
wherein the external device comprises a monitor (50) including a fingerprint recognizing 
module including a fingerprint image recognizing unit (touch-sensitive surface, 70) and 
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transmitting the fingerprint data recognized by the fingerprint image recognizing unit to 
the information device (Figure 4, the combination of 76, 82, 84, and 88) [The touch- 
sensitive surface (70) recognizes a fingerprint, which is then transmitted via the touch 
driver (74) for processing by the information device comprising a fingerprint data base 
(access table found in the access grantor (76)), fingerprint verifying unit (82), kernel 
(found in the operating system (84)), and storage (88) (col. 4 lines 3-26).]. 

Regarding Claim 29: See the analogous arguments of claim 27. 

Regarding Claim 30: See the analogous arguments of claim 28. 

7. Claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fitzpatrick in view of Postlewaite as applied to claim 26 above, and further in view of 
O'Connor and Lane. 

Regarding Claim 31 : See the analogous arguments of claim 27. 
Regarding Claim 32: See the analogous arguments of claim 28. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 1-9, 12, 13, 15-23 stand allowed. 
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Conclusion 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Craig W. Kronenthal whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 7422. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm / Mon. - FrL 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Mancuso can be reached on (571) 272-7695. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). S? 



Craig W. Kronenthal 
February 17, 2006 




